In Baltic and Finnic languages, the subject and object cases show a similar variation, with nominative or partitive genitive subjects and accusative or partitive genitive objects. The similarities are stronger between Finnic (here represented by Finnish) and Lithuanian, whereas in Latvian the use of the partitive genitive is decreasing. This applies both to affirmative and negated sentences. In this paper, the attention is concentrated upon the Latvian object cases with negation. Examples from literature, both original and translated from Finnish, were presented to a small group of native Latvian speakers living in Finland, with the expectation that the strong similarities between Latvian genitive and Finnish partitive use with negation might affect the choices. However, that did not seem to be the case. The genitive appears to be specialized to express emphatic negation. Genitives of subject in negated existential sentences were compared in translations of Finnish fiction. Partitives are the rule in negated existential sentences in Finnish, and partitive genitives almost to the same extent in Lithuanian. Again, in Latvian the use of the genitive in this function is decreasing. As a rule, it applies to the existential nebūt ‛not to be', although spoken language tends towards the nominative.
In Baltic and Finnic languages, the subject and object cases show a similar variation, with nominative or partitive genitive subjects and accusative or partitive genitive objects. The similarities are stronger between Finnic (here represented by Finnish) and Lithuanian, whereas in Latvian the use of the partitive genitive is decreasing. This applies both to affirmative and negated sentences. The situation in affirmative sentences of Finnish and Lithuanian was studied by me in an earlier paper (Leinonen 2015) ; here the attention is mainly devoted to the Latvian object cases with negation. Examples from literature, both original and translated from Finnish, were presented to a small group of native Latvian speakers living in Finland, with the expectation that the strong similarities between Latvian genitive and Finnish partitive use with negation might affect the choices.
Thus, negation in Finnish is semantic, in Lithuanian -syntactic. Additionally, a variation of direct object Acc/Gen is reported in Berg-Olsen 1999, and Paulauskienė 2000 (via Kalnača 2014, 57).
Genitive/partitive objects in Latvian
Case variation of the accusative and the genitive is found in grammatical descriptions and is of old origin. It is especially frequent in the eastern dialects (Berg-Olsen 1999). It is presumably motivated by the homonymous forms Sg.Acc = Pl.Gen for masculine nouns (koks -koku 'tree'), and Sg.Gen = Pl.Acc for feminine nouns (māsa -māsas 'sister'). In Standard Latvian, the increase of the accusative is an active grammatical process, while the genitive is found in texts from the XIX -first half of the XX centuries, in the literature of the diaspora of the XX century, and in contemporary fiction. It predominates in older texts, subdialects, speech of older generation (Kalnača 2014, 53-56) . Especially with the pronoun nekas 'nothing' the genitive is frequent in Standard Latvian (ibid. 58). Berg-Olsen, having studied the variation in both newspapers and spoken language, states that the genitive objects with negation are marginal in modern standard Latvian (in the test material accusatives count for 98% and 96% respectively). They are used in idiomatic expressions only, and when the negation is emphasized, but accusatives are found in these cases, as well (Berg-Olsen 1999, 113, 132-133). Similar statements are found in Holvoet & Nau (2014, 7-9).
Testing the variation
Sentences with negation + Gen found in literature, both original and translated novels, were presented to 10-14 informants -native Latvians living in Finland (the choir Ziemeļmeita). They were asked what form would be preferable, the genitive or the accusative, or both. Given the rule of Finnish partitive with negation, and the knowledge of Finnish of the informants -though of varying degree -it might be possible that their use of the genitive would be stronger than that of the accusative. However, their answers confirm the direction of the on-going change: a tendency to associate the object with a unique case form, namely, the accusative (Kalnača 2014, 56 ). The group is rather heterogeneous; all participants have higher education from Latvia, all are females, aged from 26 to 53. They work in Finland, most of them have families, but 3 are married to nonFinns. Most of them work in English-speaking environments, although almost all use Finnish, as well. Their command of Finnish also varies, but all have taken language courses or are studying at the moment. The tests were taken at various times, and not everyone was present at every rehearsal. However, the general tendency is well observable.
It was not easy to find examples of the genitive; the widest variety stems from the literature of the 1920s, 1930s and 1970s. In the newer publications, the genitive prevailed in idiomatic expressions, and the most frequent genitive object was nekā 'nothing'. In the examples below, the first form, the genitive, is the one used by the author of the text. 
Results
Certain set phrases retain the genitive (examples (1)- (3)). Indefinite negated pronouns do not seem to weigh as much as nekā 'nothing'. The genitive is fairly strong with vajag (12) , which in affirmative sentences would also go with Gen, also prasīt (6, 17) , which in certain dialects is used with Gen. Otherwise, noun phrases that refer to a definite participant of the situation are assigned the accusative (examples (16)- (18), (20)- (22)).
The factors that favour the genitive object in this material are, in order of strength:
1) idioms, 2) negative indefinite pronouns with ne and nekā 'nothing'; emphatic negation with ne; 3) archaic style -most of the examples were found in texts by Rainis, and translations of Finnish fiction from the 1930s (AN) and 1970s (PH). The informants commented on their choices: "Gen is old-fashioned" -"Gen is used in older literature" -"Gen is dialectal" -"When I want to sound literary and formal, I use Gen" (the informant is a professional interpreter) -"Although Gen is the norm, I use Acc" -"Gen shows Russian influence". Thus, exposure to the Finnish partitive has no influence on the choices by the informants. Although the informant group was small, the results confirm the earlier study by Berg-Olsen (1999, 132) , who arrived at the same conclusion -idiomatic expressions and emphatic negation favour the genitive.
General
The change to accusative is and has long been taking place in Latvian. German influence has been suggested, and discarded. In dialects, genitive is more common in the east, less so in the west. Kalnača (2002 Kalnača ( , 2014 appeals to analogous processes of accusative varying with genitive in Lithuanian and Russian. In fact, in Russian the genitive is strongest with the pronominal form ničego 'nothing', the premodifyer nikakoj and emphatic negation with ni (Mustajoki & Heino 1991, 17, 46-47) . Unification has merely developed further in Latvian, in that the genitive has been gradually excluded from the expression of negation (Kalnača 2014, 56 ).
The results indicate that despite knowledge of an earlier norm, it is hardly applied by our informants notwithstanding the explicit form of the questionnaire.
Subject partitives in negated sentences

Finnish
In existential (and possessive) sentences partitive is used for quantitatively indefinite plurals and mass nouns even in affirmative sentences. The prototype is Locative + Existential V.SG3 + Theme/Possessee-NP.Nom/Part. With negation the choice of nominative is absent: Loc + Neg-SG3 + V-Connegative/ Sg.PastParticiple + N-Part. (Huumo 1999 Unlike the NP in affirmative existential sentences, where it generally represents new information, with negation the NP is often sentence-initial and definite (Hakulinen et al. 2004, 874-875) . Negation as it were neutralizes the distinction of quantitative definiteness and indefiniteness (ibid. 1535).
In both affirmative and negated existential sentences, the subject is (not) located in the situation, in the world, or within the visibility. In addition to the verbs called existential (to be, to come, to happen, to be found, to appear, to be visible, to be audible, to leave, to be born, to die .. ), "semantically bleached" existential verbs are widely used: to play, to jump .. They express a "typical manifestation of existence in a place", or its absence. With negation, the choice is, though, restricted: the verbs acceptable with Sg.Part are limited to the prototypical existential verbs. However, quantifying pronouns with a generic reading enable wider lexical choices. With plurals, partitives are normal both in affirmative and negated sentences: be-CONNEG Anna-PART 'There is no Anna here.' (Anna is not here / There is no one by name of Anna here). This is taken as a refusal to identify a referent of that identity in the location referred to (Wähämäki 1984, 287 
Lithuanian
With negated existential verbs, the subject is always partitive genitive: nėra, nebuvo etc.'to be', likti 'to remain', girdėti(s) 'to be heard', matyti(s) 'to be seen', regėti 'to see', jausti 'to feel', often strengthened with negative emphatic particles nei .. nei 'neither -nor', nė 'not one', joks 'not one' (Šukys 1998 According to one study, nominative subjects are favoured when they are "prototypical" -refer to personal and demonstrative pronouns, referential nouns, while both the nominative and the genitive are used for less prototypical subjects (prototypicality hierarchy of Croft 1990), though not basing on animateness. Definiteness and word order correlate to some extent, but definite nominatives are more frequent than definite genitives in both SV and VS order. Indefinite genitives prevail in both VS and SV order. Most likely, genitives are used for non-referential subjects (Semėnienė 2005 In (31), the Finnish translation would prefer the nominative subject, whereas in (32) the partitive is the only correct choice.
Aleksandravičiutė (2013, 9-12), dedicating her research to reflexives and subject genitives with negation, states: "The subjects marked nominative are committed to exist, whereas those with genitive carry no such commitment -either they implicate a lack of existential commitment, or the non-existence of the subject referent in the location in question or in the world itself."
The following examples show Lithuanian subject nominatives (T. In the Finnish translation, a nominative subject might be imaginable, with a stretch, since it exists. Not so in the following, where the Lithuanian translation still resorts to the nominative. Or perhaps the trust in the future is stronger in the Lithuanian translator than in the Finnish author: The nominative would be acceptable, but it would stress the definite and thus limited extent of the NP referent, which would sound odd in this connection.
Latvian
The genitive as subject of negated existential (and possessive) sentences varies with the nominative already in the earliest texts, dialects and dainas. The genitive still is stronger and even the norm (Berg-Olsen 1999, 18-19, 50ff, 67, 101-102), but the use of the nominative is on the increase (ibid. 155-172). Jūrā nav viļņu 'At sea NEG-be waves-GEN' equals Jūrā nav viļņi 'At sea NEG-is waves-NOM'= 'At sea, there are no waves'. In addition to nebūt 'not-be', only verbs of quantification, such as (ne)trūkt '(not) to lack', (ne)vajadzēt '(not) to need', (ne)pietikt '(not) to suffise' are mentioned as requiring the genitive; vajadzēt often appears with the accusative. The status of the primary NP with these verbs is "adverbial genitive" (Nītiņa, Grigorjevs 2013, 348-9) .
With nebūt, the "subject" of the sentence is generally in the genitive, but when the content is concerned with something else than existence or possession, the nominative is used: Man likās, man nebija taisnība 'It seemed that I was not right' (I did not have the truth-NOM) (Nītiņa, Grigorjevs 2013, 728) . Such predications are processes: Eksāmens rīt nebūs 'There will be no test tomorrow/ The test will not be tomorrow' (?), Starp viņiem nekas nebija 'There was nothing between them', and states: Vēl nav ne augusta beigas, 'It's not yet the end of August', Ja jums nav slinkums, .. 'If you don't feel lazy .. ' (-a set phrase?) (Lagzdiņa 1997, 186-197 ). -Note that in Finnish as well, natural state NPs are in the nominative (Ei ole talvi, keskiviikko etc. 'It is not winter/Wednesday'. -Further, as in Lithuanian, partial negation requires the nominative: Šai zālē nav tikai valodnieki 'In this hall there are not only linguists' (Lagzdiņa 1997, 174 ). The nominative is used with identifying and classifying predicatives: Te gan nebija piemērota vieta naktsmājām 'Here was not a place suitable for spending the night'; Tai viesnīcā neesot slikti ēdieni un dzērieni 'In that hotel the food and drink is apparently not bad' (ibid. 197).
The subject may be in the nominative or the genitive, if nebūt refers to something found in a certain place: Lotes nekur nebija 'Lote (GEN) was nowhere'; Sandra naktī nebija mājās 'Sandra (NOM) at night was not at home' (Nītiņa, Grigorjevs 2013, 790); Jāņa nav mājās 'Jānis (GEN) was not at home' (Lagzdiņa 1997, 183) .
Berg-Olsen (1999, 128-130, 155) found that in his material of spontaneous speech, the nominative counted for 51% of the cases with the verb forms of nebūt. There was no clear differentiation of meaning, the genitive was perhaps felt to be merely more prestigious. However, when the informants were asked to produce existential sentences with negation, the genitive subject was strongly favoured over the nominative (for example, 14/5, 20/3), thus following the standard norm. And in newspaper texts, the genitive counted for 94% of the cases (Berg-Olsen 2005, 187). (AP) 'Don't drive the boat onto the stones, start carefully so that nothing bad (NOM) will happen.'
Empirical material
The informants (members of the abovementioned choir complemented with Estonian Latvians, altogether 15 persons) preferred the nominative to the genitive; several remarked that nekas was a subject. Cf. Kalnača (2014, 55) : "The subject domain belongs to Nom .. Nom challenges the Gen for the position of the subject".
In the following example, the original genitive was shunned by most of the informants: The informants' decisions (14 informants) were: nekas 4 Gen / 1 both forms / 10 Nom, and tā zaķa 14 Gen / 1 Nom). Thus, the majority of the informants accepted the subject forms as such, a few suggested for nekas Gen nekā, one felt both are acceptable. Apparently, subjecthood does not produce the nominative as such, for Gen for 'that hare' was almost unanimous. Perhaps indeed nekas referring to abstract states-of-affairs prefers the nominative, while the word order, or irrealis mood plays a role for the choice of the latter NP.
Negation and subjects in Finnish, Lithuanian and Latvian literature
Translations of three Finnish novels into Lithuanian and Latvian and one volume of Lithuanian academic prose translated into Finnish were checked for the correspondences of Finnish Partitives to Lithuanian and Latvian Genitives with negation. For one novel (PH), the results (in tokens) were:
Finnish partitives 71, Lithuanian genitives 46 (+ 10 'to have'), Latvian genitives 44.
Lithuanian and Latvian differ somewhat, but the difference here is hidden largely due to the Latvian possessive contruction with nav + Gen. The repertoire of verbs in existential constructions in Lithuanian is wider. Naturally, the list below is limited to the corpus, but still it is larger than those presented in grammars.
The Finnish verbs used with the partitive in negated sentences comprise a large group:
The basic existential verbs olla 'to be', kuulua 'to be heard', näkyä 'to be visible', jäädä 'remain', tapahtua 'to take place', sattua 'to happen', tulla ilmi 'to emerge'; descriptive verbs indicating appearance, change of state: tarttua 'to stick' (= 'remain'), purjehtia 'to sail' (= 'arrive sailing'), tippua 'to fall', puhjeta 'to blossom, appear', kulua 'to pass' (about time), etc.
The Lithuanian verbs co-occurring with the partitive genitive in the corpus are:
atsirasti 'to be found', būti 'to be', girdėti 'to be-heard', įvykti 'to happen', kilti 'to arise', likti 'to remain', matyti 'to be seen', pasitaikyti 'to be found', tikti 'to happen' + elliptical phrases, e. g.: nei maisto, nei rūkalo, nei benzino 'no food, no tobacco, no gasoline', jokios abejonės 'no doubt', nė gyvos dvasios 'not a soul', nieko nostabaus 'nothing strange'.
The Latvian verbs co-occurring with the partitive genitive in the corpus were much fewer:
būt 'be', atlikt 'remain', tikt 'arrive', nākt 'come', rasties 'arise', kļūt 'become' + elliptical phrases, e. g.: nekādu šaubu 'no doubt', ne atvaļinājumu, ne pasta 'no leaves, no mail', ne ēdamā, ne smēķa, ne benzīna 'no food, no tobacco, no gasoline'.
Conclusion
As it was put by Berg-Olsen, in Finnic, the partitive functions are the central ones of this case, while in Baltic, the partitive meanings of the genitive are relatively peripheral, and thus, more vulnerable to change (Berg-Olsen 1999, 184). In Latvian, there is a clear tendency to establish the subject and object domains each with a unique case (Kalnača 2014, 55) . The use of the genitive with negation is decreasing, especially in the object position it is almost lost. Influence from other languages remains a question. As the genitive is strongest in expressions with ne-+ pronoun (and elliptical ne + NP), it may be specialized to express emphasis, the outer end of the speech act repertoire. A role is played by reduced referentiality, which is stressed in studies of Finnish and especially Lithuanian, as well. Simultaneously, the repertoire of verbs co-occurring with non-nominative subjects is smallest in Latvian, while in Finnish the usage with the partitive is strongest. 
Abbreviations
Sources Kopsavilkums
Baltu un somugru valodā vērojama subjekta un objekta locījumu variēšanās starp nominatīva un ģenitīva (resp. partitīva) subjektiem un starp akuzatīva un ģenitīva (resp. partitīva) objektiem. Šī pētījuma mērķis ir analizēt locījumu izvēli nolieguma teikumos somu, latviešu un lietuviešu valodā. Baltu ģenitīva un somu partitīva funkcijas lielā mērā saskan, taču latviešu valodā ģenitīva izvēle kļūst arvien retāka -gan apgalvojuma, gan nolieguma teikumos. Rakstā galvenā uzmanība veltīta latviešu valodas objekta locījumiem nolieguma teikumos. Nelielai grupai Somijā dzīvojošu latviešu tika piedāvāti daiļliteratūras, pirmavotu un tulkojumu (no somu valodas) piemēri. Aptaujas pamatā bija hipotēze, ka somu partitīvs varētu ietekmēt viņu izvēli, tomēr aptaujas rezultāts bija negatīvs. Liekas, ka ģenitīvu lieto tikai noteiktās idiomās, turklāt īpaši uzsverot noliegumu. Tika salīdzināti arī subjekta ģenitīvi eksistenciālos nolieguma teikumos visās trīs valodās. Partitīvu somu valodā lieto gandrīz bez izņēmuma, līdzīgi arī lietuviešu valodā, taču latviešu valodā ģenitīvu lieto mazāk, galvenokārt tikai ar verbu nebūt, kaut arī te sarunvalodā bieži sastopams nominatīvs.
